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tion in respect of movable or personal property.
Lord Mansfield said: " In general I believe neither
here nor in any other part of the kingdom is personal
property taxed to the poor. ... I think the justices
would not have done very wrong if they had ac-
quiesced in the practice which has obtained ever since
the stat. 43 Eliz., of not rating this species of pro-
perty. . . . The justices at sessions should have
amended the rate if they thought this property rat-
able ; and then on attempting to do it they would
have discovered the wisdom of conforming to the
practice which they expressly state in the case, of not
rating it. If they had tried to have amended it, how
would they have rated this stock ? Are the hops and
the malt and the boiler to be rated at so much for
each ? Or is the trader to be rated for the gross sum
which his whole stock would sell for ? If the justices
had considered, they would have found out the sense
of not rating it at all, especially when it appears that
mankind has, as it were, with one universal consent
refrained from rating it; the difficulties attending it
are too great, and so the justices would have found
them. As to the authorities which have been cited,
they are very loose indeed; and even if they were less
so, one would not pay them very much deference,
especially as they differ; and the rules they lay down
have not been carried into execution for upwards of a
hundred years. They talk of visible property. "What
is visible property ? I confess I do not know what is
meant by visible property. If every visible thing
should be determined to come under that description,
in that case a lease for years, a watch in a man's pocket,
would be ratable. Visible property is something local